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; - The report provides statistical data on disabled 

American college freshmen based on a ?985 survey of almost 30D,r^iG 
entering college freshmen at 546 institutions of higher educatioj . 
information on income, funding sources^ academic achievement, 
academic goals , crireer aspi ifat iohs^ and poli t ical views was 
collected. Results indicated ah increase to 7.4% in numbpr of 
students indicating tSey had a handicap (from 2.6% in 1978). 0th »• 
results indicated thjit disabled college freshmen tended to be older, 
less_academically prepared for a higher education^ liss self 
confident, and more d«pendent on grants^ scholarships, and loahs. 
Disabled student !S were slightly inore ainbitious ih aspiring to 
associate, ^ doctorate^ Btedical and law degrees than freshi»an in 
general. Disabled freshmen were more interested than other freshmen 
in the arts and hufliani ties ,^ education, physical sciences^ social 
sciences, and tech'jical studies; and less interested in business and 
engineering* When asRed about their probable career choice^ disabled 
adolescents indicated the same interests as all freshmeh, except for 
a lower ambition to achieve executive positions in business and a 
slightly higher ambition to be a physician. (DB) 
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Dear Reader: 

Those 6£ us vhb have disabilities and those of Us vrtio serve people with 
disabilities have reasons to be encouraged by the data reported in the 
1985 College Fresmen Survey. 

Be are encouraged bec^ according to the 1985 College Freshmen Survey 7.41 
of first time, full time cpllegez freshmen reported a disability. Hie first 
time we reviewed the data in 1978 only 2.6% of college fresSneh indicated 
that they had a disability. Over the years, we have maca great progress in 
incliidirig students with disabilities in our nation's inrtitutions of higher 
education. 

Stilly there's more to_be done. If there were fcllparticipatioh for- 
people with disabilities, we estimate that 8.51 of our nation's college 
fres?men_ would be disabled. So, in the next few years, we must continue 
our efforts in_ this area, ^foreover, in view of the facts that disabled 
students had lower grades and lower class standing in hi^ sdiodl prior to 
college admission^ we must develop better pre -co liege pfogrsins and more 
support services. 



Overall, our progress has been excellent. If we continue to do the good 
things we've been doing, ^ile creatively developing new arid better programs, 
equality of opportunity for disabled students preparing for work will be 
reached in the Very near future. 




As»ciate 
Members 



ERIC 



Dignity, fqaality, Indefmlence through Employment 



The SeoeQry of S^te 

The Secrttary of the Treasury 

The Senary of Pdefis 

The Anpey Gerieny 

ths Seoeiary of tfie Ini^or 



The Oiredbr of the 
UftMiSrtes 
Information Agmy 

The Secr^ of /^nojljure 

The Secretary of Cammro 

The Secretary of Labor 



The Secr^ry of Education 

1T)e Sssn^ of Health and 
HpanJSrvice 



The Se^^ of HDosing and Urban 
Devefoprtient 

The Secreta:y of Transrioriation 



The Administratoi of 

the Veterans Administration 

The Director the Office 
of Personnel Manapnent 

The ASninMrator jf ihe General 
S&vices Administration 



American GouNaL on education 



Office of the Presidenr 



Dear Colleague: 

°^^^®5e freslw with Disabilities Jiarks a 
fflt^'f2y^!^°^^2K?*f Pf'^'^*^! with disabilities on our 

f3^?-«^^^"? ^"^^ colleges and miiversitiss ha;e 
^«ved a threefold increase in the mSiiseE of disaSbled persons thev 

if^rr»,i'^''S'^^S'' P**^^ with institutional rSources, cLnpus 

mJ^ff*??^ adopt^strategies and acconinbdations to allow i5ersons1dth 
disabilities to study and grow alongside their nondisabled pSrs. 

•ft,o.S0^'^^H?*i°^,^''**^^^^^y^ f roups in higher 

^S^^^^i ethnic^and racial minorities, his been a 

fig^ir ^"^4 °w \ l?^*^ of studies over the past several decades. 
S^^^** is very limited data on the inclusion of disabled students 
IS^ITSIS'^ 2**^"^; ^ O^ft^ report, Ihe JBBricah Fre^: 
^^JS?^' J2^ this OTe contain the only national data oh disabled 
postsecondary^tudents. Jte we celebrate the collection of this 

r«f«3?S^'"ir^"S?^ i''!!^ ^f^®*"* * need further research on 

Sf SSs^hlr?^|r^.^"'"**"^^^^^ education, and career preparation 

, ,,^11^ p^^i^th Disabilities reveals the differences and 

disabilities and^vdthout disabilities. 
Hhile disaKed freshmen are sonewhat older and believe themselves to be 
^hffi*fS^ *^=PS®^^'*** 5°*^ TOllege than their nondisabled peers, they 
aSrtSff ^4?^?^'' career aspirations with all studeSts. Wfe hJpe 
tnat this publication will increase awareness of the potential for 
including students with disabilities on all American caniuses 




Robert H. Atwell 



One Doponr Qide. WdWngton, b.C 20036-1 193 
Presktenf (202) 939-9310 Exeoirtwe Vice Presktenr (202) 939-9312 



(3n June_3^ 1977^_ our NaticMtVs colleges ard miversit^^ meeting 
the challenge mandated Section 594 of the Refiabilitotion Act of 1973. 
Ibis mandate challenges hiper education to provide equal access to persons 
with disabilities. 



- |n^ate-J.978^ the f resi Coindttee on Enpl^ment of the 

Handicapped published College Freshman . Ihis document 

reported data collected that year by the Anerican Council on Education on 
fi41~Ume rollege fre Hie 1978 figures told uc 

that proximately 2.6% of all beginning freshmen were students with 
pt^Q^ical disabilities, including learning disabilities. 



Tte purpose of this second doojmeht is to once again release more 
detailed information ori full-time disabled college freslmeh. Ihis time, 
for the year 1985. 



Ihe Presideht^s CooBiittee on of the Handicapped- recognizes 

the vital role that a^ hi^r education- cot play in preparing individuals 
for careers. It is our qpinion that we need to toow how well students with 
disabilities are- faring in higher education, if we are to be effective in 
our efforts to promote jote for students with disabilities. hope these 
perio^c looks at the status of pet^le with disabilities in our Nation's 
colleges and universities will serve to direct us to even higher ground. 

THE SQRPEy 

Aie 1985 colle^ freshmin survey: was cd^ by the Cooperative 
instituticral tesearch Program at lOA and reported in tte American Council . 
on Education publication titled*^ Itie ftberican, Freshman; National Nbrms for 
1985.* The survey was cda|>leted by almost 300,050 entering college 
freshmen at a national sample b£ 546 institutions of hi^r education. 
Statistically, they represent: the mtl(^^ s td^ p^ulaticm of 
^roximtely 1* ^6 Mllicn full-tane f irst-time ratering f resSim This 
annual survey has been oanpleted every year since its inceptiai in 1966. 



fhe overall purpose of the college f regimen survey is to collect data 
on^income^-funding sodrcesr academic a^devementr_acad gosls^ career 
a^piratio^, political_ views, a^ yariejg? of other cOTcems. Biis 
inforutiqn teips educata^^^ snd others better understand 

tte^year's crop of college freshmen and provides a basis for coiBparisons 
from one year to the next. 

1- Beginning^^i^ a questic» Ams included in the survey asking the 

respondent if he or she had a handicap. This inquiry has continued each 
year since then, in 1982 the form was dianged and the question now reads. 



*TtHi Aroricah„Fresh8e^ Naticwial tforms. for .Fall 1985 may be dbtaihed - 
prepaying 98.50 to the Cooperative Institutional Beseardi Program, Graduate 
School of Education^ University of Calif brhia>^^^ CA 90624^ fhe 

data reported in Ihe ftiieri^^ gy'^g^w"^ jtetJon^zJiorms for 1985 does hot 
include the data especially obtained for this report. 
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**0p ^ have a disability?- IHark: all that apply )i hearing, speech; 
orthopedic; learning disability; healtfi-related; partially sighted or 
blind; other. 



Jfccoirdii^ to-the 1985 college freshmen su^ of the 

tetion's college frestmn indicated they had a disability. In the 1978 
rejxjrt cited earlier, only-2. 6 percent of college freshoen that year 
reported having a disability. In the seven years that have intervened it 
appears as thoop we haw made great strides towirds involving students 
i^th disabilities in Uper education. Such ad\^ces would seeiB to attest 
to-^ value of Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973 aid of other 
programs which encourage the participation of students with disaibilities in 
higtor education. 

a^cted Incidence 

An inpartant point of eea|>aris(»i that we^ 
the reported 7^4 percent participat ion of disabled freshmen in hi^er 
educatitm in 1985 eeSpare to the proportion of disabled individuals in the 
general population?^ While this questi«i is^iffic\4t to answer since 
precise data:_are ura^ilable, we can make sane assunptions and estimate a 
figure for the incidence-of disabiii^ in the population. The sources for 
8ud)_ari estimate are several. One sour^ is the 1982 Current Population 
Sunf^_ahd aiMi^r is the anwa^ data r^rted «ach state's education 
i^hcy on-the numbers of students with disabilities tl^ have served that 
year,^Accord|n5 to ttese reports, we would estimate that 10.4 percent of 
the^nerican population have a disability. Subtracting tlK>se disability 
groups which might not be expected to pursue a higher education (iie- 
mental retardation), we would esqwct that 8.5 percent of the universe of 
higher eduCTtion students will report handicaps Af full eqtii^ were in 
evidence. Since the 19i5 college freshmen surveyed indicates that 7^4- 
percent reported a disability, we might be inclined to say that j*ile there 
is seme room for improvement, we have made great progress over the past 
seven years. 

cautionary Notes 

But there is «nre to cmsider.^ First of all, the college freshmen 
surw^ is TOlf-definitioral^- People respond to the question quickly, 
without specific Erection or rounsel . It is one question among mary. 
Seme distortio ns m ay be inflating the overall 7.4 percent figure. For 
exanple, fro»w3ng the 7.4 percent who indicated that they have a 
disabili^^wer 28 percent of them check the box indicatieg they are 
either "partially sighted or blind." USider more contrOll«J surveys we 
usually find that a significantly Imer percent of those who have a 
disability are visually iopaired — no where near the 28 percent figure 
reported in 1985. Perhaps the occv|>ational demands of a higher education 
nay es^ain this hiper percentage; or, eyeglass wearers with correctable 



*Disabled Adults in America^ A statistical- Report brawn^from Census Bureau 
Data > by Frank Bowe, published by the President's Conmittee on BBplcaymnt 
of the Handicapped, 1985. 
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vision bav»: counted tbemselves into the proulation when they should not 
htve. It should: b* noted that this possible distortion was even aore 
f}??i*^-^ t*» 1578 <Jata. -At that tine, 3i. 2 percent of the 2.6 pircect 
cUsabled college frespen Mid they^^wre p^ sighted or blind. So, 

if„a distbrtioh ejcists idth visually in^ired students, it was less 
dramatic in 1985 ^n livl978. Ihis makes the advances Bade over the seven 
year period even more impressive. 

-Some factors may be deflating the percehh of freshmen who report being 
^s^ied. Full-time, first-time freshmen^ counted in this survey, do not 
include those disabled students who take one or two courses as a first step 
in their participation in higher education or ttese-whb h^ becqoe-^ 
disabled after entering college and who retern to be^h again. Comunity 
colleges estimate that 62% of their enrollment is part time students and 
that over 20% of the enrollmeht at connunity colleges is disabled students. 

TIa other point to ke^ in mind as ywi review these data is the fact 
that they represent entering fi^t time, full-time freshmen and do not give 
us any measure of success for vpper clasagien or those in either graduate 
school or prbftssional school (i.e^ law or medical schools). Anecdotal 
data is telling us that very difficult issues remain to be addressed at 
these levels of the hig^r education ladder, 

--^^ Mt^ ^^ acatiara, we still believe these data give us a _ 
reason^ly good picture of college freshmen witt disabilities. Perhaps 
more tnportantiy, th^ give us a laeasure over timlSi Hence, some of the 
t^es and^ta that follow coopa 

students with disabilities with their i^fliahdicapped peers as well as with 
the 1978 class of entering college freshmen with disabilities. In short, 
the information reported in ♦•Jiis public^iion is ihfohaative; but, not 
infallible. 

IHR JXOA 

First, let us lbbfc_at the overall figures. As reported above, 7,4 
percent of all first-time, full-time entering college freshmen for 1985 
report they have a disability. Here is a break down of that 7.4 percent 
figure.* 



-z== * of eill Freshmen % of Disabled Freshmen 

ties 1985 ig85 



(ali institutions) 

faring 
Speedi 



0.9 


12.2 


0.3 


4.0 


0.9 


12.1 


1,1 


14.8 


1.2 


16.2 


2.1 


28.3 


1.2 


16.2 



Learning Disability 
Health Related - 
Partially Sifted or Blind 
Other 

♦Some freshman report having nore than me disability, therefore, the 
tables of each colunn add iq) to a sum greater than 7.4% and 100%. 



3 



ERIC 



8 



Location 



Hheii vtt IboR at ISe distribution of stirfents with disabiiities 
aecbirdihg to type of-institution of higher education, or where they are 
enrolled, WB- find higjier percentages of learning disabled freshjaen in two 
year colleges*, particularly private two year colleges**; and, we find 
higher percentages of both speech inpaired and health inpaired frestoeh in 
black colleges , particularly public black colleges** . 



Disabilities 

hearing 
spee<i» I 
orthopedic 



disability 
healths 
related 



All 

All 2-year 
Xnsti- cbl- 
tutiohs leges 



si^te(Vblind 
other 



0.9 

e.3 

6.9 

t.i 

U2 

2.1 
1.2 



1.1 

0. 3 

1. d 

1.7* 

1.4 

1.9 
1.5 



All 
4-year 

cbl^^ 
leges 

0.9 
0.3 
0.9 

0.9 

1.3 

2.3 
1.2 



PredooH 
ihantly 
Ml Black 
Hhiver- Col- 
sities leges 



0.6 
0.2 
0.7 

0.5 

0.9 

2.0 
0.8 



0.5 

0.9* 

0.3 

1.2 

2.6* 

2.1 
1.3 



2-year 
^^^^lleges 
Public Private 



1.1 
0.3 
1.0 

1.4 

1.3 

1.9 
1.5 



1.0 
0.3 
1.2 

3.6** 

1.6 

2.5 
1.5 



Disabilities 



speedv 

brt^^edic 
learning 



healths^ 
related 



sighted/blind 
other 





Pri- 










Predominantly 




vaite 






Ouversities 


Black Colleges 




Son^ 


Prot- 


eatho- 




Pri- 




Pri^ 


Ptflblic sect. 


estant lie — 


Public vate 


Public vate 


0.9 


0.9 


1.0 


0.8 


0.7 


0.5 


0.4 


0.5 


0.3 


0.3 


0.2 


0.3 


0.1 


0.2 


1.1** 


0.5 


0.8 


1.0 


1.3 


1.0 


0.6 


0.8 


0.2 


0i5 


0.6 


1.4 


1.4 


0.9 


0.4 


0.5 


1.5 


0.3 


1.3 


1.0 


1.6 


1.3 


0.9 


0.7 


3.0** 


1.6 


2.0 


2.5 


3.Q 


2.4 


2.0 


2.1 


1.9 


2.4 


1.0 


1.2 


1.5 


1.3 


0.8 


0.8 


1.3 


1.2 



Age 

Those iisaividuals *b_identified th^ei\^s as having a dis^Hility tended 
to be older than the averag e f or all freshmen surveyed; as well as older than 
those disabled college freshmen surveyed in 1978. 
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Age by Deceniber 31, 
1985 

17 or younger 

18 

19 

20 

21 or older 





r resnnen 




Ml Freshmen 








1976 


2.2 


2.6 


4.3 


3.1 


63.5 


72.2 


69.5 


76.7 


24.1 


20.0 


16.8 


17.3 


3.5 


1.9 


3.0 


1.4 


6.6 


3.2 


4.5 


1.5 



Ifcte: Due to rounding eadi column may not add vp to 100 percent. 



Bace 



Those indl^'iduals who identified thanseives as laving a disability 
were priirarily white/Caucasian but more likely to be members of a racial 
minority group than all students surveyed. 



Category 



Black/NegroTlkf rd American 
Aaeiricah Indian 



Puerto Rican-American 
Other 



Diseibled Freshmen 
1985 

81.9 
8.9 
1.4 
2.3 
1.5 
0.7 
2.0 



Note: Ccnparable data for 1978 was not available. 



All Freshmen 
1985 

66.2 
9.1 
1.0 
2.0 
1.2 
0.6 
1.5 



f»reparation for College - Grades 

Several questions were asked of all stodents surv^ed which tended to 
profile ttwir acKlemic abilities.- lte q»»sti«js asked were about average 
grsSes in hi^ sdibdl^ academic rankuig in hi^ school, and a self- 
assessment of both academic and personzd traits. 



£» the average* freshmen with disabilities tend«J to earn lower 
academie gratdes i^le in hi^ school. 



=^ ---z -11 Disabled Freshmen All Freshmen 

A^raqe Grade ^n-a .S^ 1935 £985 

ft or A* 7.5 9.1 

A- 10.2 11.6 

15.0 19.0 

? 24.7 25.5 

14.8 13.9 

C+ 14.9 12.3 

C 10. S 8.1 

D 1.4 0.5 
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Class Staatiinq 

Oh the average^ frestifieh; with aisabilities tended to place lower in 
high school class standings than all freshmen surveyed. 





1985 


fop 20% 


36.1 


Second 20% 


20.4 


Middle 26% 


31.8 


Fourth 20% 


9.3 


towest 20% 


2.4 



bisabied Freshmen All Freshmen 

1985 




Self Concept 

in gineralr students disabilities tended tc rate themselves lower 
in the fdllovdng ability areas tean did ail students rn^veyed: academic 
ability r Sathemati<»l^ili^, physical health, ppipulari;^, self-confidence 
(intellectual), self-confidence (social), and writing ability. 



Slcill 

acadmtc ability 
artistic ability 
drive to adiieve 
emptional health 
leadership ability 
math ability 
pti^ical health 
pcfularity 
8el f--cdnf idence 
(intellectual) 
self-oanf idence 
(social) : 
writing ability 



bisabied Freshmen All ^ Freshmen 



1985 


1985 


48.5* 


54.9* 


25.3 


22.8 


59.2 


61 ;6 


50.3 


60;3 


47.6 


S0i9 


34.9 


38; 5 


47.4 


61.6 


37.3 


43.1 


49.8 


54.3 


41.2 


47.4 


35.8 


37.8 



^ 48 .S^^rce^ of ail students with disabilities rated theSBelves awrade 
or aBove^verage in academic ability, while 54,9 percent of all students 
rated themselves average or above average. This same cdBDarisoh should be 
made to each of the skill areas listed in the table above. 



Funding 

Wien ask^ about grants and scholarship as a source of funding 
support for their college education, fres^n^with disabilities seemed more 
likely to be dependent oh tljen than all freshmen and more dependent in 1985 
than they were in 1978. 
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Grants and 
Sdioiarshipc 

Plii Grant 



&ii5ab£ed 


All Freshmen 


Disabled 


All Freshmen 


MM 


1985 


1978 


1978 


38.1 


19.9 


25.5 


1 _ _ 

23.9 


10.6 


4.8 


8.6 


6.9 


A f mO 


14.1 


18.7 


16.1 


19.6 


10.1 






32.0 


19.5 


18.4 


17.4 


3,4 


1.6 


NR 


NR 


13.0 


5.6 


11.2 


7.7 



_<^iorttaiity Grant 
State S^iarship 

or: Grant- 
College ffork^Stud^ GrMit 
€^r College Grant 
Corporate Toition 

Assistance 
Other Private Grant 

W»n asked about loans to help cost of a college 

education, freshmen with disabilities were more dependent on them than all 
freshmen. 



Disabled All Freshmen Disabled All Freshmen 

^"Oahs 1985 1985 1978 1978 

fiif^ral Guaranteed 

Stu^nt toan 38.4 23.0 12.4 11.0 
Natioml Defense 

Student £«m 11.5 5.7 19.4 8.7 

Cbllege Loan 8.1 3.7 4.1 3.7 

Other Loan 7.9 3.8 4.0 3.8 



When asked about personal a^ parental sources of funding for 
financing the cost of their college education, freshmen with disabilities 
were more likely to use all forms of personal sources of funding than all 
freshmen. 

PersCTial Sources 



Pare^al Aid Xyes) 
Spouse Aid (yes) 
Savings^ron Sunner 

Work <yesj 
^zfaer^ivings Cyfs) 
Pull-time Job While 

in college (yes) 
Part-time Job while 

in College (yes) 

*NR ■ Not reported 



Disabled 


All Freshmen 


Disabled 


All Freshmen 


1985 


1985 


1978 


1978 


81.2 


70.3 


73.0 


73.5 


2.5 


.9 


NR* 


NR* 


63.9 


49.4 


m* 


NR* 


36.2 


22.1 


m* 


NR* 


4.2 


2.2 


NR* 


NR* 


44.3 


30.8 


19.6 


24.2 
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asked if they were cbncemed about financial bblig^^ 
assc^iated with their attetK^anee at a college^ freslmeh with disabilities 
expressed a hi^r degree of coheerh than did all surveyed. 

-_ : _ Disabled Freshmen All Freihmen 

CcHicern about Finances 1985 1985 

tlb eohcern- ^ 33 . 9 35.5 

Scane Concern 48.6 50.8 

Major Concern 17.5 13.7 



Academic^ A^>irations 

When asked vtet academic degree the respondent scnac^t at the college 
lAich they were presently enrolled, freshmen with disabilities danohstrated 
a slightly higher ambition for Associate, Doctorate, Medical and Law 
degrees than did ^1 surveyed. 



Bluest Degree 


Disabled 


Pliihned Here 


19fl5 


None 


3.6 


Vocaticmal Certificate 


2.4 


Associate 


24.8 


Badielor's 


51.1 


Master's 


10.6 


Doctorate 


2.2 


Nedical 


1.8 


ICaw 


0.9 


Divinity 


0.2 


Other 


2.3 



All Freshmen Disabled All Freshmen 



1985 


1978 


1978 


3.5 


4.8 


4.6 


1.7 


NR* 


Ml* 


22.4 


11.0 


4.1 


55.1 


61.9 


74.4 


ii.8 


13.7 


11.9 


1.7 


2.3 


1.3 


1.3 


2.2 


0.9 


0.8 


1.6 


0.8 


0.2 


0.4 


0.4 


1.6 


2.1 


1.6 



¥*ien asked about academe degree ^bitidhs they expected to^ at 
arty other college or iiniTCrsity^_freshMn w^ disabilities demonstrated a 
slightly higherpercehtegejA sought either a vocational certificate, an 
associate degree, or r^octorate degree, than did all surveyed. 



Highest Degree 


Disabled 
1985 


NOTe 


3.1 


Vocational Certificate 


2.2 


Associate 


8.4 


Bachelor's 


33.6 


Master's 


29.2 


Doctorate 


10.9 


Medical 


6.5 


Law 


3.2 


Divinity 


0^6 


Other 


2.3 



All Freshinen Disabled All Freshn^n 



1985 


1978 


1978 


2.1 


2.5 


1.8 


1.2 


NR* 


NR* 


6.2 


3.1 


1.9 


38.2 


28.1 


36.4 


31.6 


31.5 


34.6 


9.2 


14.4 


10.7 


6.0 


9.2 


6.5 


3.6 


7.3 


5.3 


0.4 


1.0 


0,5 


1.7 


2.9 


2.2 
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Disa5ied 


Ail Freshmen 


Disabled 


All Fres 


1985 


1985 


1978 


1978 


10.2 


8.3 


13.7 


ii.2 


3.3 




6.2 


4.8 


22.7 




18.7 


21.2 


7.5 


i.i 


7.9 


11.5 


9.6 


10.7 


8.5 


8.9 


3.0 


2.4 


4.6 


4.0 


12.7 


12.9 


15.4 


13.7 


8.1 


6.6 


11. d 


9.8 


6.3 


4.7 


2.5 


2.1 


16.6 


16.2 


MR* 


NR* 



probable field of sfeS^-or najor, freshmen with 
^gabiiities were slightly iSsre interesfced_in the arts and hunanities, 
edocatign, jshysiiaa 8cien<»sr social sciences a^^ studies and 

|ggg_ interested in; business studies and engineering. However , more 
fre^hBwi^ with ^disabilities were participating in business, engineering and 
technical studies than had been in 1978. 

Prdbable Major 
Field of Study 

Arts and Bobahi ties 
Biolc^iezil Sciences 
Business 
HucatioL^- 
Ehgiheering- 
^si^^iences 
Professional (architecture, 

health, etc. j 
Social Science 
Technical (building 

trades, conijuters, etc.) 
Other Fields 

*NR s Not Reported 
Career Aspiratimis 

A- asked abrot their probable career choice f reshneh^ with 

disabilities demonstrated a career distribution pattern, simiiar to the one 
expressed^by ail students, except for a lower ambition in businesses 
Xexecutive positions) and a slightly higher ambition to be a phys 
However, more freshmen with disabilities were involved in business, 
engineering and technical career choi5.as than had been in 1978. 



Probable Career Qioice 

Accountant 
Actor/Entertainer 
Architect 
Artist 

Business (clerical) 
Business (executive) 
Busir»sc Owner- 
Business Salesperson 
Clergyman 

Clinicai Psj^ologist 
C oiie ge Teacher 
Cqnpiter Programner 
Conserv-Forester 
Dentist 



Disabled 


Mi Freshmen 


Disabled 


All Freshmen 


1985 


1985 


1978 


1978 


5.1 


6.3 


5.1 


6.2 


i.d 


1.0 


1.5 


1.1 


1.4 


1.4 


1.4 


1.0 


2.0 


1.5 


2.1 


1.9 


1.5 


1.8 


1.2 


1.1 


10.9 


12.7 


8.5 


9.5 


3.5 


3.3 


2.1 


2.1 


1.4 


1.6 


.6 


1.0 


0.4 


0.3 


0.7 


0.8 


1.3 


1.3 


1.6 


1.3 


0.3 


0.3 


0.5 


0.4 


4.5 


4.4 


2.5 


2.9 


0.9 


0;8 


0.9 


0.8 


0.4 


0.6 


1.3 


6.9 
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JuX 9CD3XeQ 

xyo J 






cu^mcc L 


xu « o 




u • o 




n Q 


rffnimfiLitn r 


h 9 
u • z 


Interior BAf*orahftr 






n 5 

u • ^ 


Lab ^A(^vtir?ian 


n 7 

\J m t 


f^Jiw TTnf nrpAiTit" 


X • O 




d n 








1 A 
X • 4 




1 n 
J .U 


^|/wunBU£ X s u 


H a 
u.o 




H - K 


^iijroXwXQii _ _ _ 


^ a 

4 • ^ 




0 • O 


Scientific: Ri^fiMrrH^r 




SoeiAS::. lfe3:fArA Or 






X • D 




U^X 


f^AKA1^4'S^ / Phtyg 4 1 - 

xiicxapxBu V cTiyDXwSX f 




f^^rma^ 4 /VIA 1 ^ 

wwwu^aux^jcix f e uc • y 




A A IT 


P.J 


VA^Ar4 njir4 An 




Writer 


2.S 


Skilled Trades 


2a 


Other 


7.4 


Undecided 


10.1 



All Freshmen Disabled All Freshmen 



l<3ft^ 


X? /O 


lQ7fl 


u • ^ 


U • 4 


U.J 


Xvf • vf 


7ft 


7 


0 7 








1 d 

X • u 


y • ^ 


b 1 


d i 


0 7 


d 6 


d ^) 




d 2 




U.J 


d 8 


X . X 


1 7 

X.J 






T ft 
X . o 




f5 7 


J.J 


1 1 

X • X 


V . D 


7 ^ 
J 


X • X 


X • 7 


+ - Q 
X» 7 


3.3 


3.2 


3.7 


0.2 


0.2 


0.2 


0 7 


fi -t* 

u . ^ 




3.8 


5;8 


3.8 


e;2 


0.2 


0.3 




3 3 


7 7 




2 1 


7 0 


d 1 

w • X 


d 7 


0 7 
U . Z 


^ • ^ 


7 


7 C 




9.x 




1.1 


1.2 


0.9 


2.2 


3.3 


3.0 


1.6 


0.9 


0.6 


6.9 


6.6 


5.9 


19.7 


10.8 


11.6 



OONCLOSIiai 

-_ Hhile_ the-66ttoro^line figure ( 7 . 41 ) indicates progress, the underlying 
data demonstrates a continuing challenge. In general, the college freshman 
with a disability is older r less 'icademically prepared for a higher 
e^catiOTf from a lower hi^ school class staring, possessing a lower 
level of self^-^onfidence about himself or herself , and more dependent oh 
outside funding. 

This litargr of deficits should prdnpt questions about the difficulties 
students with disabilities are facing as they strive to achieve their 
academic goals. 



Certainly many quality hi^r education programs are_ successfully 
serving students with disabilities^ But we Ad rat have any data about the 
participation of stSidents idth disability later 
undergraduate ar^ Mai^ stiidents with disabilities 

continue to encounter problems during their later undergraduate and 
graduate years. Wfe recommend that such questicwis be further researched. 
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J&ybe the ewlutiaiary process^ SO- in our Nation 

«l«aentary and secondary special--ed^ offers us soine clues 

at»qt What is really happening-in-higher education. The first and second 

afpear to be hearing co^letion^ i^ te^^ and enrolled 

students with disabilities in significant nunisers. Now, we are squarely 
facing the third and final ^iiase, the achievement of widespread quality 

participation^ «- j 

Ifeis se^ to be the challenge of the future, m, therefore, 

ehcoura^aanistratprs of higher education^ pebble with disabilities aihd 
^ir advocates to intensi^ tteir efforts in achieving a hi^er quaii^ of 
fartici]^tion in postsecondary educatiOT. While the job is not finished, 
we are well on our way to the goal of equal opportuni^ or access for 
persons with disabilities to higher education prograns.^ Only until this 
goal is attained will our agency's mission of maximizing the enplcwment 
potential of persons with disabilities be achievable. Let's continue the 
work. 
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